NEW ADDRESS: Rt. 7, FradericV, 21701 



l/ie/68 



Mr, Charles iVintour, Editor 
The Evening Standerd 
47, Shoe Lane 
•^ondon, England 



Dear Mr. JVintour, 



That Mr. Campbell ^cannot follow’* my "argument about hie use of 
* secondary aources^* in his story Jim Garrison’s alleged m^ital illness because 
two years earlier he was, a a ha erroneously claims "the first reporter to 
interview Manchester peraonally" is the kind of xien-responaive response I mleht ha^e 
expected from him but not from you. 

Vihat I referred to was his use of the V.aahdngton*^ Post’s Chicago Tribune 
story. There can be no doubt of what I wrote. This santencej. "I Invite you to 
mejce a word-hy-word comparison between what Mr. Campbell signed and what the 
?/aahington Poet used the seme day from the Chicago Tribune press service" leaves 
no possibility of honest mlsunnerstanding. 



Your letter in no way addresses itself to the fact of mine, bo the entire 
dishonesty of this kind of "reporting", ^re there the sli^t.est possibility of 
honorable intent on Mr. Campbell’s part or your own there would, at the very 
least, h”v0 been a followup as an at least attemptsd antidota to this poison* It 
is typical of the worst in U.3. jouimalisra. I regret having, had a higher opinion 
of your standards. 



From my own knowledge of U.S. affairs and sLi^t contact with *^r. Campbell 
I can well understand your sentence, "I may say that Jeremy Campbell retains my 
ccmplete confidence as one of the most outstanding English corresponds nbo in the 
baited States." *^t tells nia you do not read your ccoipetltion, that your confidence 
is ofl^ally earned and more readily preserved. 



So you can enjoy an even higher opinion cf Mr. Campbell, may I sug^^est that 
you reread, in.:the light of what from even his writing you should today know, the 
story he refers to about his interview with anchester? If you find this as informa- 
tive 68 I think you should, perhaps you would benefit from a rereading of his dlsps c 
nubliahed June 21, 1967. The headline announces the "collapse" of case, sLlghtiy 
prematurely. It is Justified by the story, which bgins with the libel t^t 
Russo "admitted. ..perjury" then continues with the announ omen t, also a ^ " 

mature, that Clay ^rtrand "was finally traced by a demon reporter from NBC, who h 
now passed his name on to the Department of Justice in ^shington." 



Here is Mr. Campbell at hla best-at least in describing Walter Sheridan as a 
"dencn". He ia-at attempting to ^Ibe witnesses and extending w^t here is known a 
the "Philadelphia" practise of law to avoid appearance the ® 

should ba ao anxious to preaent his evidence to. His candidate, one Gene Da , 
already filed rather large lawsuits over the misidentification. 
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This story also recounts Governor Mc-iel them fear over his ’’soundings'’ of 
public opinion that show "Garrison’s populsrlty Is slipping dangerously", 'Rhsre 
are interesting reflections- like hla having Garrison to his Roosevelt suite 
the ni^t of the election (I els o was there). And ho "flatly" refused any more 
Money from the coffers of the State," This is a uni;:^U3 way of saying Garrison got 
e raise in salary. How clever! 

Mr, Campbell, more than ei^t months ego, presented your readere what he 
called a "pertinent question" ;"I f this is the end of the Garrison case is it also 
the «nd of Jim Garrison^” Just how pertinent een your "outstanding" correspondent 
be* Or is ’t^^rtinent" npt quite the rl^t word* 

There ie choice language referring to the CIA, to David Ferrle’s connection 
with it (and are we forgetting his connection with Oswald* ) » end that "elmost 
certainly Garrison will never have to prove hie case againrst the CIA." This, too, 
is a ouaint formulation when one recalls that he aubpenaed the head of the CIA, 
plus two FBI agents, who ref^iaed to testify. The naxt sentence establishes just 
how quaint:" He talks in his magiaterial baritone of sunmoning members of the 
Agency to take the stand as witnesses of the State, but everyone knows this 
is simple poetry". 

Well, we know that Mr. Cajipbell is not poet laureate, uny^yy. 

Now if you have any doubt about the involvement of the CIA in the assasslne- 
tlon, it can come only from the "outstanding” a ervico rendered by your correspon- 
dent, for it is quite public in my book, "Oswald -^n New Orleans", which las been 
available to him end noted in the U.S press and on the rocio '“-nd TV stations where 
he lives. S^nco writing that book ^ have developed more evidenco of it, like the 
actmo^’-'ledgement of the member of the staff in primary responsibility of ho knew 
about it, why he did nothing, and, bragicall?/, hov it ^1 came cut in another way 
in the report. I would be quite happy were you to cem iseicn an article on it, 

Unless, of course, you fear t:e consequences of e fresh breath through your 
columns, a little truth end feet instead of official propaganda . My evidence ij the 
voice of the Coonission official, tepe recorded, together with quite a serlas of 
previcusly-suppr-ssed FBI and Secret Service reports. It is evidence that certainly 
could be admitted in court. 

Taking your confidence in Mr. Campbell’s writing as in point, I conclude 
you would not have confidence in me. This is, p^rhapSf ^ have published 
something like n nlllion wwrde on this sub ject, .I’aere is no one who has alleged to 
my fece that I hftve made a single be sic or serloue error. 

However, I do not want to give the impression that Mr. Campbell is entirely 
incapable of accurate reporting on this subject just because he presents the libels 
of others as his own or always manages to repeat what the U.S. Government desires. 

When in June he wrote "the Assocleted Pressi refuses to print a word about" Garrison 
he was precisely correct. One of the charges Garrison s made, coming from the 
introduction of my third book, IBOTOGRAOeiC WHTPEWASH: SUPPRSSSID ASSASSINATION 

PICTURiiS, that the President is both the obvious heneflclapy of the essassinetlon 
and the man ultimately responsible for the suppression of what cannot be legglly sup- 
pressed, went without mention, even though ho made the charge before a major press 
convention. Like me. Garrison soys there is no evidence that Mr. Jchiiacn caused the 
aasasslnotion, but the behevior of the gcvernidciit unuer him makiee more and more 
people wonder if he hi3d,^d therefore he should end the suppressions. *his, of 
course, is net news, is Iti 

t 

Sincerely , 



Harold Weiaberg 



